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Re: Notice of Violation and Intent to File Suit under tln.e Clean Water Act 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Levitt Law, APC ("Levitt Law") represents Our Cle Waters ("OCW"), a non-profit 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of C lifornia. This letter is to give notice that 
Levitt Law, on behalf of OCW, intends to file a civil 

1
ction against Waste Management 

Collection and Recycling, Inc. , and its Inland Empire istrict, Moreno Valley Transfer (MVT) 
facility (the "Facility") for violations of the Federal ater Pollution Control Act, 33 U.S.C. § 
1251 et seq. ("Clean Water Act" or "CW A") at Waste Management Inland Empire District, 
Moreno Valley Facility located at 17700 Indian Stree Moreno Valley, CA 92551. 
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OCW is concerned with the environmental health of th Canyon Lake (Railroad Canyon 
Reservoir), on behalf of the public that uses and enjoys said Water Bodies, its inflows, outflows, 
and other waters of the Affected Watershed. The publi 's use and enjoyment of these waters is 
negatively affected by the pollution caused by Waste anagement Inland Empire District, 
Moreno Valley Facility operations. Additionally, OCW acts in the interest of the general public 
to prevent pollution in these waterways, for the benefit f their ecosystems, and for the benefits 
of all individuals and communities who use these wate 

This letter addresses Waste Management Inland Empir District, Moreno Valley Facility 
unlawful discharge of pollutants from the Facility via indirect method into the Canyon Lake 
(Railroad Canyon Reservoir) . Specifically, investigatio of the Facility has uncovered 
significant, ongoing, and continuous violations of the A and the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System ("NPDES ") Industrial General Pe it No CASOOOOO 1 (State Water 
Resources Control Board) Water Quality Orders No. 2 14-0057-DWQ ("Industrial General 
Permit") and 92-12-DWQ (as amended by Order No. 9 -03-DWQ) ("Previous Industrial General 
Permit"). 1 

CW A section 505(b) requires that sixty ( 60) days prior o the initiation of a civil action under 
CWA section 505(a), notice must be given to file suit. 3 U.S.C. § 1365(b). Notice must be 
given to the alleged violator, the U.S . Environmental P otection Agency ("EPA"), and the State 
in which the violations occur. As required by section 5 5(b ), this Notice of Violation and Intent 
to File Suit provides notice to Waste Management Inl d Empire District, Moreno Valley 
Facility of the violations that have occurred and which ontinue to occur at the Facility. After the 
expiration of sixty (60) days from the date of this Notic of Violation and the Intent to File Suit, 
OCW intends to file suit in federal court against Waste Management Inland Empire District, 
Moreno Valley Facility under CWA section 505(a) for he violations described more fully below. 

During the 60-day notice period, OCW is willing to dis uss effective remedies for the violations 
noticed in this letter. We suggest that Waste Managem nt Inland Empire District, Moreno Valley 
Facility contact OCW's attorneys at Levitt Law within he next twenty (20) days so these 
discussions may be completed by the conclusion of the 60-day notice period. Please note that we 
do not intend to delay the filing of a complaint in feder · 1 court, and service of the complaint 
shortly thereafter, even if discussions are continuing w en the notice period ends. 
Implementation of curative measures and the absolute topping of all violations would have to 
occur to delay such court filing. 

1. THE LOCATION OF THE ALLEGED VIOL 

A. The Facility 

The facility is located in the City of Moreno Valley an inland city located in the Inland 
Empire, which is a metropolitan area within Rivers de-San Bernardino-Ontario. The facility 
is located at 17700 Indian Street, Moreno Valley, i the County of Riverside, California, 
92551. The facility occupies two parcels (Assessors Parcel Numbers 316-210-080 and 316-
210-078) totaling approximately 25 acres. 

1 On April I, 2014, the State Water Resources Control Board adopted an updated NPD S General Permit for Discharges Associated with Industrial 
Activity, Water Quality Order No. 2014-57-DWQ, which has taken force or effect on it effective date of July I, 2015 . As of the effective date, Water 
Quality Order No. 2014-57-DWQ has superseded and rescinded the prior Industrial Ge rat Permit except for purposes of enforcement actions brought 
pursuant to the prior permit. 
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The facility is categorized under Standard Industria Classification (SIC) code 5093 (Source 
Separated), Scrap and Waste Materials (primary SI code), 4212, Local Trucking Without 
Storage (secondary SIC code), and 4214, Local Tru king With Storage (tertiary SIC code). 
The facility is a hauling, transfer, recycling, and a RF operated by Waste Management 
Inland Empire District. Waste Management Inland mpire District uses the facility primarily 
for MSW, recyclables, and green waste transfer op ations, collection vehicle and equipment 
maintenance operations, collection vehicle and equ· ment washing, bin and container 
storage, recyclables storage, equipment storage, col ection vehicle parking, vehicle fueling, 
employee parking, and administrative activities. Th facility receives MSW and recyclables 
from the public and from roll-off trucks and collect on vehicles from the service areas. 
Recyclable materials, wood goods, and green waste are unloaded outside and not under cover 
and are exposed to stormwater. Recyclable materia are unloaded on the northeastern 
portion of the facility on the unpaved surface. Leak of residual liquids from containers 
outside the covered area may also be exposed to sto water. Oil and fluid leaks from 
collection vehicles could also be exposed to storm ater. Possible pollutants from the Facility 
include: Total suspended solids ("TSS"), oil and gr ase ("O&G"), Iron ("Fe") and other 
pollutants. The facility discharges to the receiving ater, Canyon Lake (Railroad Canyon 
Reservoir), indirectly via the municipal separate se er system and a large municipal culvert 
in Grove View Road. 

B. The Affected Water 
The Canyon Lake (Railroad Canyon Reservoir) are wa ers of the United States. The CWA 
requires that water bodies such as the Canyon Lake (R ilroad Canyon Reservoir) meet water 
quality objectives that protect specific "beneficial uses. ' The beneficial uses of the Canyon Lake 
(Railroad Canyon Reservoir) include estuarine habitat, ish migration, navigation, preservation 
of rare and endangered species, water contact and non- ontact recreation, shellfish harvesting, 
fish spawning, and wildlife habitat. Contaminated sto water from the Facility adversely affects 
the water quality of the Canyon Lake (Railroad Canyo Reservoir) and the overall Affected 
Watershed, and threatens the beneficial uses and ecosy terns of the Canyon Lake (Railroad 
Canyon Reservoir), which includes habitats for threate ed or endangered species. 

II. THE FACILITY'S VIOLATIONS OF THE CLE WATER ACT 
It is unlawful to discharge pollutants to waters of the Unite States, such as the Canyon Lake 
(Railroad Canyon Reservoir). Further, without an NPDES permit or in violation of the terms and 
conditions of an NPDES permit. CWA § 301(a), 33 U.S.C § 131 l(a); see also CWA § 402(p), 33 
U.S.C. § I 342(p) (requiring NPDES permit issuance for th~ discharge of storm water associated with 
industrial activities) it is also unlawful to cause or let such f ontamination occur. The Industrial 
General Permit authorizes certain discharges of stormwate , conditioned on compliance with its 
terms. 

Waste Management Inland Empire District, Moreno Valle Facility has submitted a Notice of Intent 
("NOI") to be authorized to discharge stormwater from th Facility under the Industrial General 
Permit since at least 2012 . However, information availabl to OCW indicates that stormwater 
discharges from the Facility have violated the terms of the ndustrial General Permit, and has been, 
and continues to violate the CW A. Apart from discharges at comply with the Industrial General 
Permit, the Facility lacks NPDES permit authorization for y other discharges of pollutants into 
waters of the United States. 
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A. Discharges in Excess of BAT /BCT Levels 
The Effluent Limitations of the Industrial General Pe it prohibit the discharge of pollutants 
from the Facility in concentrations above the level co ensurate with the application of best 
available technology economically achievable ("BAT" for toxic pollutants2 and best 
conventional pollutant control technology ("BCT") for onventional pollutants.3 Industrial 
General Permit, Section I (D) (32), II (D) (2); Previous ndustrial General Permit Order, Part B 
(3). The EPA has published Numeric Action Level (N L) values in the current Industrial 
General Permit (also known as Benchmark values in th Previous Industrial General Permit) set 
at the maximum pollutant concentration present if an i ustrial Facility is employing BAT and 
BCT, listed in this Notice.4 Additionally, the Previous I dustrial General Permit notes that 
effluent limitation guidelines for several named industr al categories have been established and 
codified by the Federal Government. See Previous Ind strial General Permit, Section VIII. The 
Previous Industrial General Permit mandates that for fa ilities that fall within such industrial 
categories, compliance with the listed BAT and BCT £ r the specified pollutant parameters listed 
therein must be met in order to be in compliance with t1jle Previous Industrial General Permit. Id. 
Waste Management Inland Empire District, Moreno V~lley Facility falls within these named 
industrial categories and it must have complied with th 1 effluent limitations found therein in 
order to have been in compliance with the Previous Ind strial General Permit during its effective 
period. Based on Waste Management Inland Empire D' trict, Moreno Valley Facility ' self
reporting data and/or lack thereof, Waste Management land Empire District, Moreno Valley 
Facility has not met this requirement and was in violati n of the Previous Storm water Permit 
over a period of at least three (3) years. Discharge data s listed at the end of this Notice. 

Waste Management Inland Empire District, Moreno V ley Facility ' self-reporting of industrial 
stormwater discharges shows a pattern of exceedances f Benchmarks and NAL values, 
especially as it pertains to the parameters in Iron. This attem of exceedances of Benchmarks 
and NAL values indicate that Waste Management Inl d Empire District, Moreno Valley 
Facility has failed and is failing to employ measures th t constitute BAT and BCT in violation of 
the requirements of the Industrial General Permit and P evious Industrial General Permit. 

OCW alleges and notifies Waste Management Inland pire District, Moreno Valley Facility 
that its stormwater discharges from the Facility have c sistently contained and continue to 
contain levels of pollutants that exceed Benchmark Val es for Iron. Waste Management Inland 
Empire District, Moreno Valley Facility ongoing disch~· rges of storm water containing levels of 
pollutants above EPA Benchmark values, and BAT an BCT based levels of control, also 
demonstrate that Waste Management Inland Empire Di trict, Moreno Valley Facility has not 
developed and implemented sufficient Best Manageme t Practices ("BMPs") at the Facility. 
Proper BMPs could include, but are not limited to, mo ing certain pollution-generating activities 
under cover or indoors, capturing and effectively filteri g or otherwise treating all stormwater 
prior to discharge, frequent sweeping to reduce build-u of pollutants on-site, installing filters on 
downspouts and storm drains, and other similar measur s. 

2 BAT is defined at 40 CF. R. § 437. I et seq. Toxic pollutants are listed at 40 C.F. R. § 4 .15 and include copper, lead, and z inc, among others. 

3 BCT is defined at 40 CF.R .. § 43 7. I et seq. Conventional pollutants are listed at 40 C. .R. § 401.16 and include BOD, TSS, O&G, and pH 

4 The Benchmark values are part of the EPAs Multi-Sector General Permit ("MSGP). e 73 Fed. Reg. 56,572 (Sept. 29, 2008) (Final National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NP DES) General Permit for Stormwater Disch rges From Industrial Activities). 
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Waste Management Inland Empire District, Moreno V ley Facility's failure to develop and/or 
implement adequate pollution controls to meet BAT an BCT at the Facility violates and will 
continue to violate the CW A and the Industrial General Permit each and every day Waste 
Management Inland Empire District, Moreno Valley F ility discharges without meeting 
BAT/BCT. OCW alleges that Waste Management Inl d Empire District, Moreno Valley 
Facility has discharged stormwater containing excessiv levels of pollutants from the Facility to 
the Canyon Lake (Railroad Canyon Reservoir) during s gnificant local rain events over 0.2 
inches in the last three (3) years. Every significant rain vent that has occurred in the last three 
(3) years represents a discharge of polluted stormwater un-off into the Canyon Lake (Railroad 
Canyon Reservoir). Waste Management Inland Empire istrict, Moreno Valley Facility is 
subject to civil penalties for each violation of the Indus ial General Permit and the CW A within 
the past three (3) years. 

B. Discharges Impairing Receiving Waters 
The CW A, and Industrial General Permit's Discharge . ohibitions disallow stormwater 
discharges that cause or threaten to cause pollution, co11tamination, or nuisance. See Industrial 
General Permit, Section III; Previous Industrial Genera Permit Order, Part A (2). The Industrial 
General Permit also prohibits stormwater discharges to urface or groundwater that adversely 
impact human health or the environment. See Industria General Permit, Section VI (b-c); 
Previous Industrial General Permit Order, Part C (1). R ceiving Water Limitations of the 
Industrial General Permit prohibit stormwater discharg s that cause or contribute to an 
exceedance of applicable Water Quality Standards ("W S") contained in a Statewide Water 
Quality Control Plan or the applicable Regional Water oard's Basin Plan. See Industrial 
General Permit, Section VI (a); Previous Industrial Ge eral Permit Order, Part C (2). Applicable 
WQS are set forth in the California Toxic Rule ("CTR" 5 and Chapter 3 of the Santa Ana Region 
(Region 8) Water Quality Control Plan (the "Basin Pl ").6 Exceedances of WQS are violations 
of the Industrial General Permit, the CTR, and the Basi Plan. 

The Basin Plan establishes WQS for all Inland Surface aters, including the Affected Water 
Body Watershed, which contain, but are not limited, to he following: 

c:r.. Waters shall not contain suspended or settle ble material in concentrations that cause 
nuisance or adversely affect beneficial users. 

c:r.. Waters shall be free of changes in turbidity hat cause nuisance or adversely affect 
beneficial uses. Increases in natural turbidity attrib1 table to controllable water quality 
factors shall not exceed 20% where natural turbidi is between 0 and 50 cephalometric 
turbidity units ("NTU"), and shall not exceed 10% where the natural turbidity is greater than 
50NTU. 

c:r.. All waters shall be maintained free of toxic ubstances in concentrations that are toxic 
to, or that produce detrimental physiological respo ses in, human, plant, animal, or aquatic 
life. 

5 The CTR is set forth al 40 CF.R. § 131.38 and is explained in the Federal Register pr mble accompanying the CTR promulgation set forth at 65 
Fed. Reg. 31, 682(May18, 2000). 

6 The Basin Plan is published by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board nd can be accessed at http://lwww.waterboards.ca.gov. 

5 



Cl. Surface waters shall not contain concentrati ns of chemical constituents in amounts 
that adversely affect any designated beneficial use. 

OCW alleges that Waste Management Inland Empire D strict, Moreno Valley Facility 
storm water discharges have caused or contributed to ex eedances of Receiving Water 
Limitations in the Industrial General Permit and the W S set forth in the Basin Plan and CTR, 
and is clearly in violation of the CWA. These allegatio s are based on Waste Management 
Inland Empire District, Moreno Valley Facility self-re orted data submitted to the Santa Ana 
Regional Water Quality Control Board. These samplin results indicate that Waste Management 
Inland Empire District, Moreno Valley Facility dischar es are causing or threatening to cause 
pollution, contamination, and/or nuisance; adversely im acting human health or the 
environment; and violating applicable WQS. For exam le, Waste Management Inland Empire 
District, Moreno Valley Facility sampling results indic e exceedances oflron and TSS. 

OCW alleges that each day that Waste Management Inl nd Empire District, Moreno Valley 
Facility has discharged stormwater from the Facility, aste Management's stormwater has 
contained levels of pollutants that exceeded one or mor . of the Receiving Water Limitations 
and/or applicable WQS in the Canyon Lake (Railroad anyon Reservoir) and the Affected 
Watershed. OCW alleges that Waste Management Inl d Empire District, Moreno Valley 
Facility has discharged stormwater exceeding Receivin Water Limitations and/or WQS from 
the Facility to the Canyon Lake (Railroad Canyon Rese voir) and the Pacific Ocean and the 
Affected Watershed during significant local rain events over 0.2 inches in the last three (3) years. 
Each discharge from the Facility that violates a Receivi g Water Limitation or has caused or 
contributed, or causes or contributes, to an exceedance fan applicable WQS constitutes a 
separate violation of the Industrial General Permit and e CW A. Waste Management Inland 
Empire District, Moreno Valley Facility is subject to p alties for each violation of the Industrial 
General Permit and the CWA within the past three (3) 

C. Failure to Develop and Implement an Adequate tormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
The Industrial General Permit requires dischargers to d velop and implement an adequate 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan ("SWPPP"). Se Industrial General Permit, Section X 
(B); Previous Industrial General Permit, Part A (I) (a). he Industrial General Permit also 
requires dischargers to make all necessary revisions to e existing SWPPP promptly. See 
Industrial General Permit, Section X (B); Previous Ind strial General Permit Order, Part E (2) . 
The SWPPP must include, among other requirements, t e following: a site map, a list of 
significant materials handled and stored at the site, a de cription and assessment of all Waste 
Management Inland Empire District, Moreno Valley F 'cility pollutant sources, a description of 
the BMPs that will reduce or prevent pollutants in sto water discharges, specification of BMPs 
designed to reduce pollutant discharge to BAT and BC levels, a comprehensive site compliance 
evaluation completed each reporting year, and revision to the SWPPP within 90 days after a 
Facility manager determines that the SWPPP is in viol ion of any requirements of the Industrial 
General Permit. See Industrial General Permit, Section (A); Previous Industrial General 
Permit, Part A. 

Based on information available to OCW, Waste Manag ment Inland Empire District, Moreno 
Valley Facility has failed to prepare and/or implement adequate SWPPP and/or failed to 
revise the SWPPP to satisfy each of the requirements s ted in Section X (A) of the Industrial 
General Permit and/or the corresponding Section of the Previous Industrial General Permit. For 
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Example, Waste Management Inland Empire District, oreno Valley Facility SWPPP does not 
include and/or Waste Management Inland Empire Dist ict, Moreno Valley Facility has not 
implemented adequate BMPs designed to reduce pollu ant levels in discharges to BAT and BCT 
levels in accordance with Section A (8) of the Industri l General Permit as evidenced by the data 
in Attachment 3. Accordingly, Waste Management Inl d Empire District, Moreno Valley 
Facility has violated the CWA each and every day that ·t has failed to develop and/or implement 
an adequate SWPPP meeting all of the requirements o Section X (A) of the Industrial General 
Permit and/or the corresponding Section of the Previo Industrial General Permit, and Waste 
Management Inland Empire District, Moreno Valley F cility will continue to be in violation 
every day until it develops and implements an adequat SWPPP. Waste Management Inland 
Empire District, Moreno Valley Facility is subject top nalties for each violation of the Industrial 
General Permit and the CW A occurring within the past three (3) years. 

D. Failure to Develop and Implement an Adequate onitoring and Reporting Program 
and to Perform Annual Comprehensive Site Compl~ance Evaluations 
The Industrial Stormwater Permit requires Facility ope ators to develop and implement a 
Monitoring Implementation Program ("MIP"). See Ind strial General Permit, Section XI; 
Previous Industrial General Permit, Section B (I) and rder, Part E (3). The Industrial General 
Permit requires that the MIP ensures that the Facility's stormwater discharges comply with the 
Discharge Prohibitions, Effluent Limitations, and Rece ving Water Limitations specified in the 
Industrial General Permit. Id. Facility operators must e sure that their MIP practices reduce or 
prevent pollutants in stormwater and authorized non-st rmwater discharges as well as evaluate 
and revise their practices to meet changing conditions t the Facility. Id. This may include 
revising the SWPPP as required by Section X (A) of th Industrial General Permit and/or the 
corresponding Section of the Previous Industrial Gener 1 Permit. 

The MIP must measure the effectiveness of BMPs use to prevent or reduce pollutants in 
stormwater and authorized non-stormwater discharges, and Facility operators must revise the 
MIP whenever appropriate. See Industrial General Pe it, Section XI; Previous Industrial 
General Permit, Section B. The Industrial General Pe it requires Facility operators to visually 
observe and collect samples of stormwater discharges om all drainage areas. Id. Facility 
operators are also required to provide an explanation o monitoring methods describing how the 
Facility's monitoring program will satisfy these objecf es. Id. 

Waste Management Inland Empire District, Moreno Vljllley Facility has been operating the 
Facility with an inadequately developed and/or inadequately implemented MIP, in violation of 
the substantive and procedural requirements set forth i~ Section B of the Industrial General 
Permit. For example, the data in Attachment 3 indicates that Waste Management Inland Empire 
District, Moreno Valley Facility monitoring program h s not ensured that stormwater discharges 
are in compliance with the Discharge Prohibitions, Ef uent Limitations, and Receiving Water 
Limitations of the Industrial General Permit as require by the Industrial General Permit, Section 
XI and/or the Previous Industrial General Permit, Secti n B. The monitoring has not resulted in 
practices at the Facility that adequately reduce or prev nt pollutants in stormwater as required by 
the Industrial General Permit, Section XI and/or the Pr vious Industrial General Permit, Section 
B. Similarly, the data in Attachment 3 indicates that W ste Management Inland Empire District, 
Moreno Valley Facility monitoring program has not ef ectively identified or responded to 
compliance problems at the Facility or resulted in effe tive revision of the BMPs in use or the 
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Facility' s SWPPP to address such ongoing problems as required by Industrial General Permit, 
Section XI and/or the Previous Industrial General Pe t, Section B. 

As a result of Waste Management Inland Empire Distri t , Moreno Valley Facility failure to 
adequately develop and/or implement an adequate MIP at the Facility, Waste Management 
Inland Empire District, Moreno Valley Facility has bee in daily and continuous violation of the 
Industrial stormwater Permit and the CWA each and e ery day for the past three (3) years. These 
violations are ongoing. Waste Management Inland Em ire District, Moreno Valley Facility will 
continue to be in violation of the monitoring and report ng requirement each day that Waste 
Management Inland Empire District, Moreno Valley F cility fails to adequately develop and/or 
implement an effective MIP at the Facility. Waste Man gement Inland Empire District, Moreno 
Valley Facility is subject to penalties for each violation of the Industrial General Permit and the 
CWA occurring for the last three (3) years. 

E. Unpermitted Discharges 
Section 301 (a) of the CWA prohibits the discharge of y pollutant into waters of the United 
States unless the discharge is authorized by an NPDES ermit issued pursuant to Section 402 of 
the CW A. See 33 U.S .C. § 1311 (a), 1342. Waste Man gement Inland Empire District, Moreno 
Valley Facility sought coverage for the Facility under t e Industrial General Permit, which states 
that any discharge from an industrial Facility not in co pliance with the Industrial General 
Permit must be either eliminated or permitted by a sep ate NPDES permit. Industrial General 
Permit, Section III; Previous Industrial General Permit rder, Part A (1). Because Waste 
Management Inland Empire District, Moreno Valley F cility has not obtained coverage under a 
separate NPDES permit and has failed to eliminate dis harges not permitted by the Industrial 
General Permit, each and every discharge from the Fae lity described herein, not in compliance 
with the Industrial General Permit, has constituted and ill continue to constitute a discharge 
without CWA Permit coverage in violation of section 301 (a) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 131 I(a). 

III. PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR THE VIOLATIO S 
Waste Management Inland Empire District, Moreno Valle Facility is responsible of the violations 
at the Facility located 17700 Indian Street Moreno Valley, A 92551. 

IV. NAME AND ADDRESS OF NOTICING PARTY 
OUR CLEAN WATERS 
Laura Meldere, Executive Director 
9465 Wilshire Blvd. , Suite 300 
Beverly Hills, CA 90212 
Phone:424-284-4085 
info@ourcleanwaters.com 

V. LEGAL COUNSEL 

Levitt Law, APC 
Scott L. Levitt, Esq. 
scott@levittlawca.com 
311 Main Street, Suite #8 
Seal Beach, CA 907 40 
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T: (562) 493-7548 
F: (562) 493-7562 

VI. REMEDIES 

As stated previously, OCW intends, at the close of the 60-d y notice period or thereafter, to file suit 
under CWA section 505(a) against Waste Management In! d Empire District, Moreno Valley 
Facility for the above-referenced violations. OCW will see declaratory and injunctive relief to 
prevent further CWA violations pursuant to CWA sections 05(a) and (d), 33 U.S.C.§ 1365(a) and 
(d), and such other relief as permitted by law. In addition, CW will seek civil penalties pursuant to 
CWA section 309(d), 33 U.S.C. § 1319(d), and 40 C.F.R. § 19.4, against Waste Management Inland 
Empire District, Moreno Valley Facility in this action. The WA imposes civil penalty liability of 
up to $37,500 per day, per violation for violations occur ing after January 12, 2009, plus 
attorneys' fees and costs (33 U.S.C. § 13 l 9(d); 40 C.F.R. 19.4). Just going back a period of three 
years, if your operations is seven days per week, the amoun would be, no less than $41 ,062,000.00. 
OCW will seek to recover such penalties, restitution, attom . ys' fees, experts' fees, and costs in 
accordance with CWA section 505(d), 33 U.S.C. § 1365(d) It should be noted that the statute of 
limitations is five years for citizen enforcement actions bro ght pursuant to the federal Clean Water 
Act, bring potential liabilities from October 2011, to the pr sent. Furthermore, actions are allowable 
under prior expired permits within the five-year period. 

As noted above, OCW and its Counsel are willing to meet ith you during the 60-day notice period 
to discuss effective remedies for the violations noted in this letter. Please contact me to initiate these 
discussions. We understand Waste Management Inland E pire District, Moreno Valley Facility has 
implemented certain plans in attempt to remediate such C A violations, however, it is abundantly 
clear that such plans and measures are grossly inadequate d have failed. 

Scott L. Levitt, Esq. 
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Site Map# 2 
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Site Map# 3 
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ATTACHMENT 1: U.S. EPA Benchmarks of Acceptable evels 

Parameter Name 

pH 

Total Suspended Solids!Belo 100 rng/L 

Specific Conductance !Belo 200 umhos/cm 

TOC 

Aluminum 
........................... ·········~·····"· ... ········i 

Zinc 

Iron 

Copper 0.0636 1ng/L 

Lead !Belo 0.0816 mg/L 
••••·•-••·•-••w•·-·•·--·-···-··-·•·•••••·-••-•·•·w••••----j--·- ·--·-----•-••·-----

COD !Belo 120 rng/L 
; 

Nitrogen Ammonia 

... ··············-···-·-·······--·····--···-- ···········-····- -··-·-.. ··-·· .. --........... +-·--··-···········-··- ········-···· .. ·-··---··--·--·-·--··········-····-----······-· ······· 

BOD 
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ATTACHMENT 2: Industrial General Permit - Parameter NAL Values 
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TABl:E .2: Parameter NAL Varues. Test Methods • .aru I Reoortin~: Units 
PARAMETER TEST UEfHDD REPQR AWNUA'L NAL INST:AN:TA 

TING NEOU6 
Ulflt$ MAXillilUM 

Sl.JSl)erull!ld 5alid$ (TSS}"', 
n~a1 
Oil & (;lease (0&6'". Total 

Zinc, T a.tal {H) 
Copper, Total {H} 

Lflad, To~ (HJ 
Chemical OX)lg!Bn Demand 
(COD} 

mmn. Total 

NiCkel, Totai (H) 
Merctl), Total 

BifOcbel\'jcal Qxw:en Oemandl 
(BOO) . 

See:sdon 
XJLC.2 

BPA 1664A 
8PA200.B 
9PA2D0.8 

SM 4500-CN C, 
ID, or£ 
8PA2(J[l8 

8PA2DCl7 

SM ... 5D(H'iJH3 B+ 
Cor£ 

9?A2D0.8 

8PA200.8 

EIPA200.8 
8PA245.1 

8PA200J~ 

SM .521100 

mg/L mo 

~L 
nng/L 

mgll 10.022 
mg/L 

inrtg#L 0.75 

:mglla:& 2_0 
p 

11'1ilg1L 2_ 1i4 

nriglL 0.15 

1.02·· 

irngfl 

mg#L 

SM - Slandafd MettlC)(ft; ·for h Examinalion of Water ancli W · - . . r, 1tf' 
e(ftori 

EPA - U.$. EIPA l'$St mi!dt!Od$ 
(H)-H~n-. Clepend8nt 
" Mlniml!.im :parameter.'$ ~lrect tJ;t l'\1$ GMw.aJ Permit 
... lM N~ iS lhe highest value used by lLS. EPA ba~ ·ll!i:l 1tie r nartiness 

tal!M in lb& 2008 MSGP. 
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MAL 
Le$.S. llrlan 
!t01GM;a1et 
Htan 9.0 
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ATTACHMENT 3: Table ofExceedances for GI (Page 1 o 2) 

Iron 
Total Suspended Solids 

(TSS) 
Specific Conductance Below I 

200umhos/~m 
Oil and Grease lSmg/L 

Zinc 0.26mg/ 

Total Suspended 

Solids (TSS) 

Oil and Grease 

Specific 
Conductance 

1/24/13 Iron 

TSS 

Specific 
Conductance 

Oil and Grease 

12/12/14 Iron 

TSS 

Oil and Grease 

Specific 
Conductance 

1/05/16 TSS 

Oil and Grease 
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ATTACHMENT 3 CONTD.: Average Annual Exceedanc s for GI (Page 2 of2) 
• 

TSS llOmg/L 

Iron 4.4mg/L 

Oil and Grease 17mg/L 

Iron 

Oil and Grease 
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TSS 

Iron 

Oil and Grease 
Specific 

Conductance 

600mg/L 

19mg/L 

71mg/L 
420umhos/cm 


